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Viewpoint: 


There is every indication that rather than being over, the real debate over climate change is only now getting 
started. There is a growing chorus of murmurs against the received orthodoxy of climate change -- and 
especially the dogmatic attempts by some scientists and politicians to shut down debate. 


While the recent IPCC report was held up as the last word on the subject, many scientists have pointed out 
that the 90 per cent certainty ascribed to the report's findings is in scientific terms not very certain at all. 
Meanwhile, more attention is being paid to other levers that may influence the weather. For example, at the 
Danish National Space Centre in 2005 an experiment successfully linked cosmic rays to the formation of 
clouds. The discovery was significant because it adds weight to the link between cyclical sunspot activity and 
the climate here on Earth. At the same time it provides a more satisfactory explanation for contradictory 
Antarctic temperature trends that cannot be explained by conventional greenhouse global warming models. 


Whatever the ultimate validity of the Danish experiment, it is worth applauding the determined skepticism in 
the face of orthodoxy demonstrated by the scientists behind it. For while there are many valid reasons to cut 
unhealthy smog-creating carbon emissions, there are also many reasons to be skeptical about the 
near-religious fervour with which the simplistic carbon-equals-warming equation is too often defended. It is 
profoundly unscientific to say the debate is over and that skeptics are not only wrong on the facts but morally 
unhinged -- as demonstrated by the unsubtle and offensive epithet "denier". 


It was skepticism that led Copernicus to challenge contemporary orthodoxy and assert that the Earth is not 
the centre of the universe. Today's skepticism could well prove that man-made carbon emissions are not the 
sole, or even primary, driver of climate change. 


The fact is that our climate is infinitely complex. Scientists can never account for all the variables involved -- 
indeed, no one has successfully come up with a mathematical equation to describe the formation of a single 
cloud. History is littered with lives and regimes that were wrecked when science was allowed to drive policy 
with no thought to humanity. Tearing down the global carbon-based economy to -- in theory -- replace it at a 
later date with unproven and undeveloped technologies would be a similar folly. 


It is only by tempering science with economics and the market, which is the most efficient arbiter of 
humanity's wants and needs, that smart climate policy can be made. It will be interesting, decades from now, 
to look back on the climate change debate. There is every chance we will regard today's headlines with the 
same bemusement with which we view the apocalyptic predictions of Thomas Malthus or the Club of Rome. 
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By all means let us take care of the planet and work to cut carbon emissions. But in the process let us not 
kick the ladder of development out from under us and consign the world to the sort of misery predicted by the 
doomsayers. 
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